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REMARKS/ AttQtJMENTS 

Please reconsider the appUcation in view of the above amendments and the following 
remarks. Claims 1-38 remain in this application. Claims 1, 16. 20-22, and 24 have been 
amended. The Abstract has also been amended. No new matter has been added by way of these 
amendments. 

Objections to the Specification 

The Abstract was objected to because of its inclusion of an impUed phrase. Appropriate 

correction has been made in the enclosed amendment 

Objections to the Claims 

Claims 1, 2, 7. 10, 16. 19-25, 30 and 33 were objected to because of the following 

purported informalities: 

- Claims 1, 2, 7, 10, 16, 19. 20, 23-25, 30 and 33 were objected to because "and combinations 

thereof should be changed to -or combinations thereof-. 
. ciaun 21 was objected to because it ^ears that claim 21 should depend from claim 17 as 

claim 16 does not lecite separation of the fluid. 
. Claim 22 was objected to because it appears that claim 22 should depend from claim 21 as 
claim 16 does not recite separation of llie fluid sample to be able to dump only the 
contaminated portion ioto the borehole. 

nxe noted objection to claims 1. 2, 7. 10, 16, 19. 23-25, 30 and 33 is tespectfiiUy 
traversed. Each of these claims are presented in a Markush-type foimat that recites alternatives in 
language such as "one of A, B. and C," which is equivalent to the conventional Markush 
language of "selected from the group consisting of A, B and C." 

Claim 20 has been amended to recite the term "or" rather than "and," as suggested by the 
Examiner, since claim 20 was formatted differently from the other claims discussed above. 
Claim 21 has been amended to depend from claim 17 as suggested. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the objection to claim 21 is therefore requested. Claim 22 has been amended to 
depend from 18, because claim 18 recites "fluid is separated by withdrawmg the contaminated 
portion from the sample chamber." In view of the above, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
objections are requested. 
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Rejectioii(s) under 35 U.S.C § 102 

Claims 1-8, 1 1-13. 16, 23^32 and 34-36 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6.467,544 ("BroW). This rejection is respectfully tmversed. 

Claim 1 as amended recites "an ejcit flow line operatively connected to the sample 
chamber /or selectively removing one of a contaminated portion of the fonnation fluid and a 
clean portion of the fonnation fluid from the sample chamber whereby contamination is 
removed from the formation fluid" (emphasis added). Claims 16 and 24 have been similarly 
amended. Examples of sample chambers (28A. 28B) are shown in FIGS. 2-8. Examples of exit 
flowUnes (27B, 42, 48) are shown in FIGS. 3A-7. The exit flowMne(s) aie thus employed to 
selectively remove (i.e., remove by selection or choice) either a contaminated fluid portion or a 
clean fluid portion &om a sample chamber, accordmg to the operative connection between the 

exit flowline(s) and the sample chamber. 

As noted by the Examiner. Brown discloses a flow line 116 through which sampled 
formation fluid may be removed from a sample chamber 1 10. However, there is no teaching in 
Brown that fluid may be selectively removed, or more particularly that either clean fluid or 
contaminated fluid may be chosen fiw removal. At best. Brown teaches only the removal of a 
nonspecific fluid makeup firom a sample chamber 110. Since Brown feils to disclose this 
requirement of the claimed invention. Brown feils to antidpate the claimed invention. AppUcant 
therefore requests withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102. 

RejectionCs) under 35 U^.C § 103 

Claims 9, 17, 21 and 22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 4.962.665 ("Savage"). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed, because these rejected claims all depend from independent claims that recite at least 
one limitation that is not taught by the cited art, as explained above. In particular, both Brown 
and Savage faU to teach that either a contaminated portion of the foiroation fluid or a clean 
portion of the formation fluid be selectively removed (Le., removed by selection or choice) from 
the sample chamber, as is clainaed. 
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For at least these reasons, Applicant submits that the Examiner has failed to establish a 
prima fade case of obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 103. AppUcant, therefore, respectfuUy 
requests withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

AppUcant beUeves this reply to be fuUy responsive to aU outstandmg issues and place this 
appUcation in condition for aUowance. Accordingly. Applicant respectfully requests that a 
timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. If die Examiner is not persuaded, or other 
issues arise, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number listed below. 

iMs paper is submitted in response to the Office Action dated September 28. 2005, for 
which the tbree-mondi date for response is December 28, 2005. Please apply any charges not 
covered, or any credits, to Deposit Account 19-0610 (Referen«jdfcb*^ 20.2909). 
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